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RBMARKS 

Claims 1, 2, 4-7^ 10-12 and 16-18 are rejected under 
35 U.S^C 102(b) as being anticipated by Mueller et kl- 
(USPN 4404241). Claims 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 
102(b) ad anticipated by or^ in the alternative, under 
35 U,S.C 103(a) as obvious over Mueller et al. Claims 
9, 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U»S*C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mueller et al. Claims 8 and 15 are 
rejected under 35 U,S»C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mueller et al. as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, 
and further in view of Inoue* Claim 9 is rejected under 
35 U.S.C 103(a) aa being unpatentable over Mueller et 
al* as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Mezurek et al* 

1. Rejection over claims 1, 2, 4-7, 10-12 and 16^18 



under 35 U*S*C 102(b) : 

Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9, 
under 35 U.S.C 102(b) as 
et al • substantially 
paragraph 13 . 



10-12 and 16-18 are rejected 
being anticipated by Mueller 
set forth in Paper No* 6, 



Claims 1 and 10 are amended by particularly pointing 
out the feature of the present invention, which has 
been discussed with the Examiner in the telephone 
interview dated 08/13/2002 , The newly added portions 
in the amended claims 1 and 10 are disclosed on page 
8, line 31 to page 11, line 8 of the present application . 
No new matter is introduced. 

To show the major di f ferences /non-obviousness , the 
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amended claims 1 and 10 are repeatied below: 

^'l. (Twice amended) A composilie film comprisintp 
a polymer composite layer having two aides with a 
plurality of tiny gaps which are pseudo-cloised 
for air permeation initially, the slse of ibe 
tiny gaps being varied according to a pressure 
difference between the two sides of the polyfier 
composite layer; and 
a nonstick sealing layer attached to one aide of 
the polymer composite layer for filling the gjipa 
to prevent air permeation; 
wherein the seeling layer gradually decreases its 
sealing ability when heated by hot air but gradua|ly 
reseals the gaps again when cooled • 

10 * ( Twice amended ) A composite film comprising a f ij:at 
layer, and a aecond layer laminated on the first lay<»r, 
the composite film comprising a top face on the first 
layer and a bottom face on the second layer, the compos d,te 
film being perforated by virtue of an impression procc^ss, 
thereby forming a plurality of tiny gaps in the compos:. te 
film which are pseudo^cloaed for air permeation 
initially, the sise of the tiny gaps enlarging gradually 
when an external pressure is applied on the composite 
filitt and shrinking again when the external pressure 
Is removed*'' 

In the present invention, the composite film 
comprises a main substrate with a plurality of tiny 
gaps formed by an impression process and an additional 
sealing layer, which is optional, coated thereon. Tlhe 



4 
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inechaniam of permeability control is based on 
openings of the tiny gaps, which are varied accord 



:he 



to the pressure difference applied on the composite 
film. The additional sealing layer is used to aaa:Lst 
in sealing the gftps in advance. 



As said in the specification and the previous of f :.ce 
action, the polymer composite layer, which is the mlin 
substrate, is permanently damaged after the impression 
process. However, due to the characteristic of the 
impression process (no weight lose during t;he 
impression process), the elasticity of the polymer 
composite layer will make the openings of the tiny gaps 
closed or approximately closed, which is so called 
pseudo-closed* Although the openings of the tiny g^^ps 
are amplified for illustration in Fig»2A-C, 3 and 4, 
however, the appearance of the polymer composite laj'er 
almost remains the same after the tiny gaps are formed 
in fact* It is important that the openings of the tiny 
gaps in the present invention are enlarged gradually 
when an external pressure is applied on the composite 
film and shrunk when the external pressure is removc^d. 

Thus, when a packaging bag formed by the composite 
film of the present invention is heated, the air pressu re 
inside the packaging bag will increase and make the 
tiny gaps enlarge gradually to form an open channel 
for air permeation. Therefore, a self-venting function 
is provided and the pressure inside the bag can be 
regulated. Furthermore, it is important that tlhe 
packaging bag can be used or heated more than once 
because the openings of the tiny gaps can be sealed 
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again when cool or when the external pressure is remove d . 

Regarding Mueller ' a invention, a microwave packa ge 
composed of a main substrate with apertures and a not 
5 melt material covered thereon is disclosed. However, 
the apertures formed in Mueller's invention has a 
diameter in a range of 1/4 to 1 inch as shown in Col . 5 
lines 5-8. Although the Examiner mentioned that t;he 
prior art is not limited to the scope of their working 

10 examples , it is still obviously that the main substrate 
in Mueller's disclosure can not provide a functionjof 
adjusting permeability. In fact, the permeation 
control of the microwave package according to MuelleJ' ' s 
disclosure depends on the hot melt material which sells 

15 the apertures to prevent air permeation initially. When 
the microwave package is heated, the hot melt material 
is melt and the apertures are then exposed for venting. 
However, after the microwave package cools down, t;he 
hot melt material can not move back to the origirtal 

20 position and the apertures will remain exposed. 'In 
another words, the microwave package according to 
Mueller's disclosure can not be reused after healled 
once . 

25 From the aforementioned reasons, the Applies. nt 

believes that the amended claims 1 and 10 of the prescint 
application shows difference/non-obviousness siiice 
there is a major difference between the presemt 
application and the prior art referenctits* 

30 Reconsideration of the amended claims 1 and 10 is 
politely requested • 
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Glaixna 2, 4-7, 11-12 and 16-18 are dependent on t;he 
amended claims 1 and 10 and should be allowed if l;he 
amended claims 1 and 10 are allowed. Reconsideration 
of claims 2^ 4-7^ 11-12 and 16-18 is hereby requested. 

2. Rejection over claims 3 under 35 U.S.C 102(b) 
103(a) : 

Claims 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(b) 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U . SS 
103(a) as obvious over Mueller et al . substantially 
a3 set forth in Paper No. 6, paragraph 14. 



of 



Response : 

As aforementioned, the Applicant believes that 4he 
15 independent claim 1 of the present application shows 
difference from the Mueller's invention. Claims 3 
dependent on the amended claim 1 and should be alloijired 
if the amended claim 1 is allowed. Heconsideration 
claims 3 is hereby requested. 

20 

3. Rejection over claims 9, 13 and 14 under 35 U.^.C 
103 (a) : 

Claims 9,13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103( 
as being unpatentable over Mueller et al . substantially 
25 as set forth in Paper No. 6, paragraph 17. 



a ) 



Response ; 

Regarding the Tanimura's invention, only a method 
for producing synthetic paper by using a list of common 
30 synthetic fibers is disclosed. As a result, t:he 
Applicant believes that the independent claims 1 « nd 
10 of the present application show difference s nd 
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non-obviousness from the combination of the Huellei'^s 



invention and the Tanimura's invention, ClaimB 9, 



13 



and 14 are dependent on the amended claims 1 and 10 



and should be allowed if the amended claims 1 and 
are allowed. Reconsideration of claims 9, 13 and 
is hereby requested * 



10 
14 



4 • Rejection over claims 8 and 15 under 35 U,S,C 103(al) ' 
Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Mueller et al • as appliled 
to claims 1 and 10 above^ and further in view of Incue 
substantially as set forth in Paper Ho ^6, paragraph 
16. 



Claims 8 and 15 
1 and 10 and should 
1 and 10 are allowed 
15 is hereby 



dependent on the amended claims 
allowed if the amended claims 
Reconsideration of claims 8 iind 



5. Rejection over claim 9 under 35 11. 8. C 103(a) : 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as beilng 
unpantentable over Mueller et al* as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of Mazurek et al. 
substantially as set forth in Paper No»6, paragr4ph 
17 ♦ 



Response t 

Claim 9 is dependent on the amended claim 1 and shoiild 
be allowed if the amended claim 1 is allowed^ 
Reconsideration of claim 9 is hereby requested* 
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6. Introduction of the ii«w claim 19 1 

The new claim 19 is based the specification of pkge 
8, line 31 to page IX, line 8 of the present application* 
No new matter is introduced. The new claim 19 disclones 
a composite film capable of being reused more than on|:e^ 
which is air permeable when an external pressure xs 
applied thereon and becomes air impermeable again when 
the external pressure is removed. Since the microwave 
package taught by Mueller can not be reused after heaiied 
once, the applicant believes that claim 19 of the presont 
invention is absolutely different from Mueller's 
disclosure. Allowance of the new claim 19 is heruby 
requested , 



15 



Received from < 886289237390 > at 9(27/02 1:42:59 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] 



9 



09/27/2002 13:48 



886289 



90 



WINSTON HSU 41 



PAGE 



VERSION WITH MARKINGS TO SHOW CHANGES HADE 

Xn the claims; 

1. (Twice amended) A composite film comprising: 
5 a polymer composite layer having two sides witli a 

plurality of tiny gaps which are pseudo-closjed 
for air permeation initially^ the size of the 
tiny gaps being varied according to a pressure 

difference between the two sides of the polyijier 

i 

10 con^posite layer; and ! 

a nonstick sealing layer attached to one sidejof 
the polymer composite layer for filling the g^ps 
to prevent air permeation; 
wherein [when heated by hot air, the heat of i:he 
15 hot air will degrade the sealing ability of the seali ng 
layer/ or open the pseudo-closed tiny gaps, and t:he 
hot air can easily permeate through the sealed g^ps 
of the polymer composite layer when the air pressilre 
exerted by the hot air on the first side of the composite 
20 film is greater than the air pressure on the other side 
of the composite film; on the other hand/ when the heating 
source is removed, the temperature of the composite 
film decreases and the sealing ability of the sealing 
layer is restored! the sealing layer gradually 



25 decreases its sealing ability when heated bv hot air 



but gradually reaeals the gaps again when cool . 



10 » ( Twice amended ) A composite film compris ing a f ijf at 
layer, and a second layer laminated on the first layJr, 
30 the composite film comprising a top face on the fiilst 
layer and a bottom face on the second 1 ayer , the compos i!te 
film being perforated by virtue of an impression procJss , 
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thereby forming a plurality of tiny gaps in the composite 
film which are pseudo-closed for air permeation 
initially, the size of the tiny gaps [being varied 
according to a pressure difference between the two sides 
5 of the composite layer] enlargi ng gradually when an 
external pressure is applied on the c omposite film ^nd 
shrinking acain when the external pressu re is removed, 

I 

19. (New) A composite film comprisings 
10 a polymer composite layer having two sides with a 

plurality of pseudo-closed tiny gaps for iir 
permeation; and 
a nonstick sealing layer attached to one side of 
the polymer composite layer for filling the g^ps 

I 

15 to prevent air permeation; 

wherein the composite film is air permeable when 
an external pressure is applied thereon and becoihes 
air impermeable again when the external pressure is 
removed. 

20 

Sincerely yours, 

25 ^,^*5^J^zW Date: 9^^^/^'= ^ 

Winston Hsu, Patent Agent No. 41, 526 
P*0. BOX 506 
Merrifield, VA 22116 
U.S.A. 

30 E-mail: wins tonhsu^ naipo . com . tw 



11 



Received from < 8S6289237390 > at 9/27/02 1 :42:59 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] 



09/27/2002 13:48 



88628 



390 



WINSTON HSU 41 



PAGE 15 



Interview Summary 



AppllCAtion No. 

09/584,701 



Leanna Roche 



Appticant(«) 

LIN, IRENE 



Alt Unit 

1771 



All partfdpants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Lmmnna Rochs, 

(2) Winston Hsu. 



(3) „ 

(4) . 



Date of Interview: 13 August 2002 . 

Type: a)^ Tetephonlc bO Video Conference 

€)□ Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)Q applicant's reprasentatfve] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d}Q Yes eO No. 
If Yes, brief description: , 

CtairT>(s) discussed: 1-18 . 

■ 

Identification of prior art discussed: Mueftar &t a/. fUSPN 4404241) . 

Agreemmt with respect to the claims f)l^ was reached. g)C] was not reached. h)0 N/A. 



Substance of fntervfew Including description of the general nature of what was agreed to If an agreemer t was 
reached, or any other comments: See Contlnuotion Sheet . 

(A fuller description, If necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would reniier the datms 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render thct claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

i)^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the intervic w([f box is 
€:hecked). 



OFFICE 



tlie 



Unless the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST 
MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to 
actton has already been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TC^ 
STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requi 
reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must aign this form unless It Is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 





miner's signature, if requira<l 



J.a, PMM sod Trp4«nr«rH QfHoB 
PTO-413 (Rsv. 03- 9S) 



IntorvlAMp Summary 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

MAitual of PStVflt Examinrnfi Rroc»dur» (MPEP^ Section 71 3.04* Subttanca of Interview Muai bo Made of R«eord 

A complftt* written atatBrn^m SB to the subatancB of any fBC«-<o-f8(», vW*0 confarpnce. or telephone Intefviaw with rw«* an appllcaikin mw*t be mi9«« of r«edr4 (n th* 
appHcatlon whothqr or not an aeroemsiit with tha oxamirw wa« f««ch«d «t the Jnlorvlaw. 

Tttli 37 Coda of FMl«ral RvguMlont (CFR) § 1.13) lftt*rvt«ws 

Par^raph (b) J 
In •vary ^stanco whera roconvldvrotlon la raqgaatad In vlow of an intarvtew with an «xam{nar, a completa wrftten atatamant of the raa^ons pre^antad it th9 Int^fvlew at 
wwranttno favorabla action mtiat be filed by tha applicant An IntRVlAW dOM not rwnoY* th« n4C«s»lty tor roply to Oflloa action aa speoflod 'm%%^.M^,^. 1' (35 U.S.C 1 32) 

37 CFR Si. 2 BuifneM to be tmnsftcted in writing. ' 
An buftin«ftft wKh th* Patorit ct Tr^«nnartt Onfc« should be transACted In wriUng. Th* person el attendance of appncante or thef r attomeyB or agenU a1 the Patent and 
Trademark Office (s unneoeaaary. The acHon of the Patent and Ttademarfc Office wfi) be based exclusively on the wrWan record rn tha OTftce. No etteHOon svNI be paM to 
•ny aleged oral promtsa. atipulatlan. or underetanding In relation to which there Is dtsegreeinent or doubt 



recorl 



The action of tha Patent and Trademaric Office cannot be basecl exclusively on the written record In the Office If that record Is itself 
tnconfipleite through the failure to record the aubetance of interviews. 

It Is tt>e responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to nnake the substance of an IntenHaw of record tf) the appHcbtton file, unless 
the examiner Indicates he or she will do so. it la the examlrwr's reaponslbillty to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccufftde* 
which bear dtrectty on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Fom^ for each Interview held where a matter of sut»tance has been dlsdussed dur1r>g the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only prooedural matters, directed solely 'to reatrlctlon 
requirements for which Interview recordation Is othenMtse provided for in Section 612.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedu^. or polntir>g 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the tike, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures bel^iw. Where the 
substance of an interview ts oompletejy recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record Es required. 

Tha Interview Sumnrvary Fonm Shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
''Contents" section of the file wrapper In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the apptfcant (or attorney or agent)! at the 
CQrK:luslon of the Interview. In the caae of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is malted to the applicant's corresporjdence address 
either with or ;xUx to the next offidaf communication, rf additional corresporKjence from the examiner is not Rkely before an attowancb or if other 
ctrcumstances dictate* the Form ahould be mailed promptly after the Interview rather than with the next offlcial communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the foltow<f>g Information: ' 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) ' 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of Interview (telephonic* video-conference, or personal ) 

- Name of perticipent(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, ate.) 

- An Indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a derrKyistration conducted 

- An idenUfteatlon of the spedflc prior art discussed ' 

- An indlcatkjn whether an agreement was reached and If so, a description of the ger>eral nature of tt>e agreement (may 'be by 
attachment of a copy of amendnnents or daima agreed as being allowable). Noter Agreement as to allawabfllty Is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

The sigrtature of the examiner who conducteo the interview (if Form is not an anachment to a signed Office action) | 

It is desirable that 1t>e examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her ot>ijgatlon to record the substance of the Interview of each case 
unless both applicant and examiner agree tf>at the examiner will record same. Where the examiner agrees to record the substance of the interview, 
or when It Is adequately recorded on the Form or in an attachment to the Forni, the exarn^ner should ched< the appropriate box at the bottom of the 
Form which informs the applicant that the submission of a separate record of the sutstance of the interview as a supplement to the Fonm is not 
equlred. | 

It should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recolrdatlon of the 
interview unless It Includes, or Is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to Include, all of tha applicable items required below' concerning the 
substance of the intervlsw. 1 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any Interview should include at least the foftowing applicable Iten^S; ' 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or arty demonstration conducted, 

2) an Identification of the claims discussed. 

3> an Identification of the specific prior art discussed , ' 

4) an Identification of the prindpai proposed amar^ments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already des(^bed on ttve 
Interview Summary Form complhated by the Examir^er, 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the prindpai angunnenta presented to the examiner, 

(TT>e identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the Arguments is not 
rsqulrad. The IdentHlcation of the argurT>entB Is sufficient If the general nature Of thoist of the principal arguments rttade to the 
examiner can t>e urxlerstood In the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphaslz^ and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she f^els were or might be persuasive lo the examiner.} 

6) a general Indication of any Other pertinent matters discussed, afKl 

7) tf approbriata, tt>e general results or outcome of the interview unless already described In the Interview Sunvnary P<xm dompleted by 
^ examiner, I 

I 
I 
I 

Examfnafe are expected to carefully review the sppllcanfs record of the substance of an Interview. If it>e record ts not complete and 
accurate, the examiner wItt give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

t 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy | 

If the Claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner thouW send a tetter setting fbrth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the Indication. 'Inten/iew Recor^l QIC" on the 
peper recording the substance of the Interview along with the date and the examiners initials. 
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Continuation Slieet (PTO-413} 



Application No. 09/584J01 



Continuation of Substartcd of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments; Applicant discussed possible amendments for application after final 
rejection. The examiner suggested filing a continuation and noted the functional language In claim 1 , "when the 
heating source is removed, the temperature of the composite film decreases and the sealing ability of the sealing layer 
Is restored" was not examined as a structural Itmttation. The examiner suggested an amendment changing the 
functional limitation to a structural limitation, such as "a sealing layer which reseats the gaps when cool.". 
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